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By Pana Adams Sclhunidt

Wasiiinnion
The Pentagen has reverced its
thinkinz about the defense of Iurone,
It used to argue that the NATO

countries would hava to use nuclear
weapons to owercoma vast Soviet
supericrity in numbers. It now snys
that NATO 15 in many respects equal
tn or superior to the Warsaw Pact;
that the nuclear trip-wire need never
be sprung because ‘Western jturope
plus its North American allies couid
stand off a conventional attack by the
Soviet Union and its Ihast Burcpcan
allies.
This Is
studies,

he coaclusion of elaborate
prohably tha most thorcugh
ever made, by the United States
"Army, Navy, and Air Force during
the past two years.

The essential resulls of the studies
were incorporated by Sccretary of
State Rogers in his address to tie
NATO foreign minizters in Copenha-
gen last month, much to the chagrin
of NATO officials who had just re-
leased a study of thzir own reflecting
the traditional view that NATO is
hepelesaiy Inferiov.

The studies were directed by for-
mer Army Secretary Robert IR
Froehlke and Assistant Secretary of
Defense Gardiner L. Tucker with
inputs from the CIA. Air Force and
Navvarestillatwork on parts of U
companion studies and the 2-.Ia.nt1me
Cominission has been studying the
amount of shipping that could get past
Russizn subinarines.

Here are some of the highlizhts:

The Russians and their allies have
216 Army cdivisions ineluding 42 on the
Chiinese border. Bt eniy 85 of those
divisions are tdentificd as ihe “desiyg-
nated threat” -—- that is, certain,
because of their locations, to he
commiited to battle in central BEu-
rope. An “‘aurmented threat” pro-
duced by drawin; treops from Mos-
cow, the ('}‘il‘(’\;( woid Giher borders,
would amount to 125 divizions,
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threat' of 48 to 56 divisions and an
“augmented threat’ of 72 to 78 divi-
sions.

Against the Communists NATO
could muster troops, Xuropean ready
reserves, and U.S.-based reinforce-
ments that could be shifted to Europe
in 90 days of 41 to 52 divisions.

"he American analysts  believe
NATO could hold out against the
“designated threat” for €0 days and
against the ‘‘worst threat" for 70
days. While NATO is numerically
inferior the inferiority is nowhere
near as great as had appearad in
earlier intelligence calculations on
the basis of which it was reasoned
that NATO could hold out foronly two
or three weeks. And the picture Is
vastly improved in the light of the
following:

o 1. The U.8. is cquipping its
Army with a new genecration of mor-
tar and artillery shells five times
mote effective than those-of the past,
NATO will get similar weapons but
the Russians have nothing like them.
The U.S. comuonunt in FNATO is being
beefed up ravidly with the lutest
combat couipmant from Visinani,

o2 \’»'hn nuwmbers of alreraft

aboul 5,600 to 6,004 cn both sides,
NATO's jot {ighters are neller, with
syeater range and endurance. U.S.
and  WATO  attack  planes  are
Cstrilingiy superior,”

¢ 3. Duscian submarines might

rrinle toll of 2510

NATO supply shivs in (he fiest 39
days, but over a period of 69 days
submaring losaes would avrount 1090
to 02 vercont ailor wile WA O losscs
vwould drop toonly 10 ta B pereent,

The Soviet Union would neobobly £0
all o LA Py vietary i the rirst “3 Cays;
those 30 da‘, s would e deelsive, Over
a lo..‘ voeriod  the Au.,nc.m
analyste heileve the Warsaw DPact
countries would yun into leristical
(xmxcu‘\iu in 1.-‘.‘.‘“:" e thedlr man-
powar wng as boeanse the ’.'“mt
cirn comn‘u";h(mu“) nenwors s far
infarior Lo that of the Wezt, Over thie
longer period, they W -hv\'\, a slale-
raate eould be establizhed, neaotia-
tions besun, and nngleay war aveidad.

One may wonder why it toolt a
guarter of & contury to comeup wi itha
mont of the cupnosed Ruos-
s jn:f_.:m:\.'..u;. Armong the reasens
arc that roost earlier calevlations
imored the difference insins bolwean
\'»"L1'~ Wy Pact and NATO divisions,
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ern and Western equipraent was usu-
ally ignored. Recent asaessments usu-
ally omitted Nrench forces which

have not bezen formally part of the
military alliance since General de

Gaulle witndrew Frince, but which
would surely be committed to battle
once the war began, German territo-
rial militia, which are equippad
light infantry, were not previously
included. Furthermore U.S. and Erit-
ish air defenses werce omitted {from
many earlier caleulations hecause
they are not formaily under NATO
cornmand.

Perhaps the bigge
ever, is that the milita
that way. It helped ke
up.

Now, however, a now considaration
has arisen. The U.S. is trying o lead
the Western alliance, and inveigle a
reluctant Soviet Union, into naogotia-
tiens en mutual halanced force reduc-
tions. Under pressure from Congress
to reduc‘e the Army of 300,689 Amer-
icans in Burope, the U.S. Government
is anxious lo extract some advantage
in the way of comparable Warsaw
Pactreductions.

Whether arguing the case with the
Pussions or with Congress it is ¢ssen-
tial that the U.S. Government - and
the American people — operate from
correet premises.

Gen. Lymean .. Lemnitzer, the
Supreme Commander of
NATO, was confrented during a lee-
ture appearance here the other day
with the facts presented by the new
Pentagon study. “Oh,’" he replicd
withh & big smile, “that comes as 1o
surprise to me. We at NATO head-
quarters uncerstosd the picture o deht
along.” And he addad one more x:oi!;i:
that the mm.u ry usucadly figures that
itfakes a supaeriority ¢f 3to Lin mennt
e .\.\co‘;sful attoek  against well
prepared positions - a superiarity
tha Warsaw Pact forces are far from
enjoying.

¢t reasen, how-
ry preferred it
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Dana Adams Schmidt is Penta-
gon correspandont of The Chris-
Licen Science Monttor.
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